THE PAMPHLETS IN THIS VOLUME CONCERN THE 
FOLLOWING MATTERS: 


Pamphlets 1-9 inclusive concern the Bill in 
Equity brought by the Library Company vs. 
Henry J. Williams (Executor u/w of Dr. 
James Rush) which asked that Williams be 
disqualified from serving as Trustee, be- 
cause he had surrendered his discretion by 
a promise to testator, and that the trust 
be taken over by the Court. This bill, 
granted below, led on appeal to the decision, 
in Williams? favor, set forth in Williams! 
Appeal, 73 Pa. 249. 


1. The Bill in Equity brought by the Library 
Co. v. Williams. See the relief prayed 
for on pages 26-27. 


2. The Answer of Williams. Note the matter 
on page 13 and the matters to which 
Williams demurred on page 24. 


3. The testimony taken and the exhibits 
offered before the Master appointed by 
the Court. 


4. The Master's report. See page 36 et seq. 
for a statement of effects and page 57 
et seq. for the discussion as to the 
demurrer. The decree recommended by the 
Master (he found that Williams had dis- 
qualified himself) is found on page 87, 
and defendant's exceptions are set forth 
on page 91. 


5. Paper Book and Brief of appellant 
Williams in his appeal to the Supreme 
Court. The opinion of the Court below 
appears on page 25, and the decree is on 
page 33, it being that proposed by the 
Master. 


6. Additional Brief in Supreme Court of 
appellant Williams. 
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7. Additional Brief in Supreme Court of 
appellant Williams. 


8. Brief of appellees in Supreme Court. 


9. Extract from Legal Gazette of May 23, 
1873 giving the opinion of Agnew, J. 
which reversed the Court below and 
found that Williams had not disqualified 
himself. For this case see 73 Pa. 249. 


Pamphlets 10-15 inclusive concern the Bill 

in Equity brought in C.P. 2 by the Library 
Company vs. Donohugh, Collector of Delinquent 
Taxes of the City of Philadelphia. The 
decision, in favor of the complainant company, 
was appealed by Donohugh and led to the 
decision, again in favor of the Company, 

found in 5 Norris 306, which is 86 Pa. 306. 
For the case below, see 12 Philadelphia, 284. 


10. The Bill in Equity filed by the Company. 
For the prayer, see pages 8 and 9. 


ll. Complainant's Brief. 
12. Paper Book of Defendant Donohugh. 


13. Appeal of Donohugh to Supreme Court. 
The deeree of the Court below appears on 
page 5. Bee particularly page 17, in 
which it was found that the Library 
Company was exempt as an Institution of 
Learning. 


l4. Brief of Library Company, appellee. 


15. Removed from this volume and sent to the 
Internal Revenue Commissioner in October, 
1922. Reference is made to a duplicate, 
This pamphlet apparently contained the 
opinion of the Court below, affirmed 


in the Supreme Court. This case is 
reported in 86 Pa. 306. 
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Pamphlets 16-19 inclusive concern the 
Bill in Equity brought in C.P. 1 by 
Williams, Executor vs. the Library Company 
et al, as to the readiness of the Library 
Company to accept certain devises upon the 
conditions imposed by testator Rush. 


16. Bill in Equity--for the prayers see 
page 15. 


17. Answer of the Library Company. 


18. Master's Report and final Decree as to 
the form of conveyance to be executed 
by Williams to the Library Company. 


19. Form of Deed. 


Pamphlets 20-23 concern the Bill brought by 
Manners (an heir at law of Dr. Rush) vs. 
Williams and the Library Company in an 
attack upon the will generally as being 
impractical. 


20. The Bill brought in C.P. 1. For the 
prayers thereof see page 9. 


21. Demurrer of Williams and demurrer of 
Library Company. 


22. Brief of Library Company upon the 
demurrer. 


23. Opinion of the Supreme Court, dis- 
cussing the Bill, to be found in 


93 Pa. 165. 
un, 7 
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